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Ebates of ſuch important Con 
s nearly concern the-Salvdiien o 
Mankind, are not (like 1 
Diſputes in Schools) to be eng 
4% bebe to: diflicignith {tidy 
K Kn Se eee 


eſiaſtical Controverſies: Noth 
won —— of God, the Wellbeing of his 
Church, or ſome dpiritual Advantage to Mankind, 


can be a warrantable. Ground . for ſuch Debates, 


whereby the Souls of weak Men are too often be- 
trayed into Deſtruction. For let Truth appear nes 
n WN yet. e uan * has 

always 
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3 other ſecular Views will juſtify a ö 
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* always Sophiſtry enough to deceive and ſtagger 


ſwer to Mr. Law's Charges again 


on 


In order thereto; I have endeavoured in this 


TPract to anſwer every material Exception, that 
you Bave maße againſt Mr. Law's firft Latter to 
the Bifhop of Bangor ; but where you eviate from 
the Subject, or would ſeem jocoſe and witty, that 


ſhall all be paſs d by untouch'd, it not being my 
Buſineſs to ſport with things of ſuch ſacred Im- 
rene: ni £92: e e 
I hall therefore paſs by your Preface, and begin 
with the Examination of what you offer in An- 


00 the Biſhop, 
The firſt of which is, his Lordſip's Alert ion 


of the availableneſs of real Smeerity unto Salvation. 


His Lordſhip's Words quoted by Mr. Law are 
theſe. That every one may find it in bis own Con- 
duft to be true, that his Title to God's: Favour. can- 


not depend upon his actual being, or continuing in any 
Nurticular Method; but upon his REAL SINCERITY 
in the Conduct of his Conſcience: And a 
_ Favour of God follows Sincerity conſidered As SUCH, 


and conſequently EQUALLY. 


in, The 


'S BVERY. EQUAL 
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DeGREE, of, Sincerity.. From whence Mr. Lam 
argues (p; 8.) That if Singerity, as $ucr , n 
ly thing that recommends us to God, and every BQUAL. 
Degree. of it procures an EQUAL Degree of Favour; © _ 
it 15-a-Demonftration y. that  Sincerity. againſt Ci, 
is as. pleaſing to Cod as Sincerity far | him. And 
(p. 4.) that if a Man be not an Hypocrite, it mat- 
ters not what Religion he is of; that not only ſincere 
uakers, &c. but Jews, Turks, and Deifts are as 
Re: of the Favour of God as the ſincereſt Chriſtian. 
Theſe you call a gro/s Miſunderftandings of his Lord- 
ſhip, and Oppoſetions by mex# abuſe of Wards," mlt 
haſty and ignorant Concluſions. . And tell us, That 
bis Lordſhip's meaning is, that God makes every one's 9 
Sincerity the Ground of his being accepted at all, and,” _ 
then rewards him according to the good uſe. he bag 
%% of Talents committed. to dim... 
Is rhis Al that is meant by the Words aforecited? 
Or is it not rather'ari_oppolite Doctrine ro that of 
his Lordſhip? The Biſhop expreſſly affirms, That 
the Favour of God EQUALLY follows every EQUAL. 
Degree of Sincerity ;, and you allert the Rewards of. 


” 


” - > . 


lents entruſted; but may not he that has but on 
Talent, act with as much Sincerity, as he that has 
five hundred? You own in the Inſtance d you pro- 
duce from the Parable, that he that had five Ta- 
lents was equally faithful, and equally fincere with. 
him that had ten; and therefore my Lord will con- 
clude, that he ought to have been equally reward. 
ed; becauſe the Degrees of Sincerity being in both 
equal, the Favour of God, equally following eve- . 
ry equal Degree of Sincerity, muſt necellarily be 
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bay fhewn towards both; or elſe, that the Fa- 
your of God muſt be allow'd to be equal to both, 
tho' the Reward of the one fo vaſtly exceeded that 
bf the other. ES, 
But, Sir, the Favour of God, ſays the Biſhop 
follows Sincerity confidered as ſuch, i. . qud 25 
zuatenùg Sincerity; conſidered N ma and with- 
out all Regard to any particular Way of Worſhip; 
but you proportion it © According to the virtuons 
Dualifications that Men are ſeverally endow'd With, 
and according the different Degrees of Light and 
Knowledge they have enjoyed. But, Sir, tis an im- 
puke Contradiction to aſſert, that the Favour of 
od ſollows Sincerity abſoluteiy conſidered, and at 
the ſame time only follows it relatively, or as it is 
attended with Qualifications and Degrees. Thus 
you either maintain a contrary Doctrine to that 
of my Lord of Bangor; or elſe, whilſt his Lord- 
ſhip is applauding Sincerity, as the moſt eſtimable 
Virtue in the Eyes of Heaven, and as able to com- 
penſate for Idolatry, Infidelity, Hereſy or Schiſm; 
you tax him with the moſt flagrant Sin of Inſin- 
cetity, viz. of writing one thing, and meaning di- 
rely the conttar x. Err bes 
But if his Lordſhip's Words aforecited, be plain, 
ah even ſo plain as to exclude all Equivocation, 
as he that underſtands a Propofition, muſt confeſs 
they art: And if (as you allow p. 8.) that Men of 
every Ae, Nation, or Profeſfion may bade this Vir- 
tue of Sincerity? And if this Sincerity may be as 
etyneſtly exercis'd by a Pagan, Jew, Turk, or He- 
retick, as by a pious Chriſtian? Of What Value 
is the Price of dur Redemption? Of what Conſe- 
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| Pag. 8. | 
EY quence 


quenes is Evangelical Faith? Of what Advantage 


- Chriſtian 


is the Covenant of Grace? Of what Neceſſity or 
Uſe ar all are any of the Chriſtian Ordinances?” Or 
what is become of the Wiſdom of God in his Ap- 
poititment of a Religion to ſave Mankind ? 
His Lordſhip makes the Favour of God to fol- 
low real Sincerity; if ſo? then thoſe Indians who 
worſhip the Devil really and foncerely, are as much 
in the Favour of God, as thoſe who ſerve him 
with a true Spirit of Piety, and with a firm Rely- 
ance upon the Merits and Satisfaction of Chi, 
Jeſus, which is the higheſt Blaſphemy to affirm. 
Now 'tis plain, that there is an apparent Diffe- 
rence between real and religious Sincerity, from 
this Inſtance; and therefore you have contracted 
his Lordſhip's Meaning into a narrower Compaſs 
than he deſign'd by inſiſting ſo much upon religious 
Sincerity. Bur neither yet is that fo eſtimable in 
the Eyes of God, as always to entitle a Perſon to 
his Favour : Thus St. Paul declared the Jews to 
be rejected of God on the Account of their Unbe- 
liefz and yet notwithſtanding (Rom. x. 2.) He bears 
them Record, that they have a Zeal of God, i. e. a 
religions Sincerity. Thoſe who have ſubmitted to 
a tormenting Death, for the ſake of their Reli- 
gion, ſeem to have given the greateſt Signatures of 
a religions Sincerity; and yet St. Paul ſays (1 Cor, 
Xiit. 3.) that tho” he ſhon'd give his Body to be burn d, 
dy alu 5 n KN [and be deficient in bur that one 

Grace of Charity] it would profit bim no- 


thing. And a moſt glorious Light of the Chriſtian 

Church, as Eminent and Virtuous an Ornament o 

it (tho' Compariſons are odious, yet I may ſpeak 
it without Detraction) as the Biſhop of Banger, 

affirms much the ſame of Schiſmaticks, as St. Paul 

does of the Uncharitable. Tales etiamſi occiſi in 


Confeſſione 


. — 


« 6) 
cafe fone nominis fuerint, Macula. il nec ſanguine 
auger, inexpiabilis & gravis Culpa Diſcordie' nec 

Paſſhone purgatur. Such (ſays. he). tho! they are 
c ſlain for Confellon of the Faith; the foul Stain 

cc of Schiſm cannot be waſh'd off even with Blood 3 
c the flagrant, and inexpiable Sin of Separation is 
cc not to be atoned for by the Surrender of a Man's 
& own Life. And again, Ardeant licot Flammis C 


 Jgnibus traditi, vel objecti Beſtiis,animas ſuas ponant; 


non erit illa Fidei Corona, ſed Pena Perfidie,' nec 
religioſe Virtutis exitus glorioſus , fed Deſperationis. 
Interitus. © Tho' their Bodies fry in Flames, or 
ce be rent and devoured by 3 Beaſts; their 


cc Death is not the 9 of a ſtedfaſt Faith, or 


7 the glorious Exit of religious Sanctity, but the 
7 Wages of Perfidiouſneſs, and the miſerable 
nd of Deſpair.- Cypr. de Unit. Eccl. So far is 


| S * Tuſtice of God's Al perfect Nature from revugeds 


ing this religious Principle conſider d as ſuch. 
As to. your 8 Deſcription of religious e 

tis not extenſive enough; to comprehend that 
Quality in the Latitude which you your ſelf 

it; for :/ * yo Actions can be truly acceptable to 80 
but ſuch only as flow from this Principle of Sincerity, 
i. e. from a Man's making the beſt uſe of his Faculties, 
and of all the Helps of, rded him by Providence to 
know the Will of. God, and the true Way of his Wor- 
ſbip; then the Gates of Heaven are for ever ſealed 


up againſt all Infidels whatſoever, that reſide in a 
Chriſtian Country; for whilſt they neglect to re- 


ceive the Goſpel, they both abuſe —. F aculties, 
and refuſe he Helps ” afforded by Providence. to 
know the Will of \of God, and ane ThE: true way of his 
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Worſhip. Nay, if che beft Uſe miſt be wald er 


Faculties, and all the Helps afforded by FProvi- 
dence for that End, then Hereticks and - Schif- 
maticks muſt ſhare the ſame. eternal Doom with 
Infidels; and whoſoever is in Error concerning any 


| Point that is neceſſar: to Salvation, muſt alſo bear 


them Company; it the conſtantl received 
Doctrine of Proteſtants, that all theſe Things are 
fo plainly 


you fay, bat Men of every Age, Nation, and Bro- 
feſſion will find themſelves courern'd in this Sincerity; 
which yet theſe Perſons abovemention'd are not 


concern d in, if your De W Sincerity way | 


juſta . 


G All that Be Ea wrone: upon: this Article” * 


founded upon what e have a anſwer'd, and 


ri; with the Sincerity, that the Biſhop las ſo 


much Streſs upon; I ſhall not trouble my ſelf with 


any farther. Examination of what you ſay upon this 
Head ; ' for: I think tis very plain, that Doctrines 
can hardly be more diametrically. oppoſite, TINY ge 
Lordſhip's and your are. 

The ſecond Charge againſt his Lordſhip p is, as 
he repreſents regular and uninterrupted: Succe ons, 


as Niceties and Trifles; from whence Mr. Le 

argues (pi 9.) that then 0 kind of Ordination, o 
Al ſion the Clergy, 15 ofi any Conſequence or Mo 
ment to us.” For if the Ordination need not be re- 
gular, or derived from thoſe that bad Authority from 


Chrift to ordain, it is plain, that uo particular kind 
of Qrdination can be of more value W In 
Anſwer 


ſet forth in Holy Scripture, as to be fuß. 
ficiently underſtood by Men (if they make the v0 . 
Ve, &c.) of the meaneſt Capaxities. But this is 

what you will (L believe) hardly contend for; na, 
dis what you plainly in the next Page deny; Where 


— till you reconcile h Notions of Sinne. 
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and in his ſtead. 


6 ; ) 
"Anſwer to this you fay, i That the Bi 
tbe uninterrupted” Succeſkow maintained by 
Jurors, to be conveyed through the Chand! 
And thus argue, * bat / no kind'{ of Ordination 
neceſſary] becauſe nat that kind which is by unin- 
28 Succe iow — the = F Rome? 
You immediately anſwer your elf, by aſſerting, 
That through. — Church - muſe 2 or 2 
zone ; if cherefore the uninterruption of 
on through that Church be a dn and T 
the difference between us and all ather Teachers _ 
be. nothing. The meanin < ang”, Bey which Concluſion 
you make to be this; at all the difference ber 
tavixt us and other Teachers, lies in this or in n- 
urg, that we deniur from and they cannot. 
To. which I anfwer, That no Miniſter of the 
Church of England docs, or ought. to claim any 
Authority, derived from Rome, in a _ and A 
Per Semie, i. e. an Authority proper and peculiar to 
the Church of Rome, as ber own, or which the. 
has by Uſurpation. aſſumed to ber ſelf ; in this 
Senſe of Derivation Chriſt alone is the Fountain of 
all our Power; but yet this Authority of our So- 
vereign Lord was conveyed to our Anceſtors by 
the impoſition of Romiſh Biſhops; Men not being 
capable of receiving any ſuch Authority immediate 
ty from Chrift (now he is gone into Heaven, and 
now Miracles — without the intervention af a 
miniſterial and ſubſervient Officer under Chr, 
In this Senſe the) Authority of. 
Chrift, with which we are endow'd, is derived: 
from, or ee e 0 Rome. CER 
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But then you ſay, That ® the End, Uſe and Pur 

poſe of the Chriſtian Miniſiry are the ſame „ whe- 
ther it comes by unbroken Wee on or not. But, 
Sis 9110 

W hbenſoerer perpetual Means are inſlituted by 
God for an unalterable End, that End is only. ro 
by obtained by thoſe Means. 

But Epiſcopal Ordination was ibis by God 
as a perperual Means for the End of his Miniſtry. 
| Ergo. N 
The End of God: 8 AMiniftryi is only to be obtain d 
thro! Epiſcopal Ordination. 

The major is evident from the ſuperior Eminen- 
cy of God's Almighty Power, which gives his In- 
ſtitutions ſuch a Sanction, as to be above the Ab- 
rogation of inferior Agents. 

The minor is conſequentially deduced from the 
grand Commiſlion, which Chriſt gave his Apoſtles 
juſt before his Aſcenſion ¶ Mat. 28. 19, 20.) where 
Chrift p romiſes his Preſence with them for ever; 
E ids i ue d ei v α Ta; nul ęg, tw; N cjꝭ 
rede $ aiavG»* which promiſe could not be ful- 
filled to the Apoſtles, any otherwiſe than in their 
Succefſors, becauſe they themſelves were ſhortly to 
follow him: Neither is his Preſence to accompa- 
ny the Offices of Baptizing or Teaching, except 
when perform d by reg whom the Apoſtles 
ſhould commiſſion; becauſe Chriſt did not ſay,” 
Lo! IJ am always with Baptiſm, on always with 
Teaching; but Lo! 1 am with you (exerciſing thoſe. 
Offices): always even unto the end of the World. 

All Methods therefore made uſe of by any Man, 
or b Men for conſtituting a Miniſtry, (whe- 


— 


— 


m pag. 26. 
ther 


8 „„ 
ther n Election upon the account of true Learning, 
or deſignation by ſober Choice,) where the _— 
cal Authority of Ordination is wanting, become 
null and invalid; and that, if upon no other ac» 
count, for this Reaſon; becauſe ſuch an 
Act is an heinous Sin, a ſacrilegious Uſurpation, 
and will therefore neither be approved of by God, 
nor confirm'd by his Holy Spirit; ſo that it is no 
leſs than Blaſphemy to affirm, that ſuch an Action, 
wherein the Devil has ſo great a part, ſhould be 
bleſs d with thoſe ſupernatural Gifts and Graces, 
which are conſequent upon the holy Inſtitution, 
when adminifter'd by a duly commiſſion d Perſon : 
and therefore I'm at a lofs to know what you mean 
by o Appointment by Rule, Government, Order and 
Law, and after primitive Example. For Epiſco- 
pal Ordination, being an Inſtitution purely Divine, 

is ſubje& to no Laws but thoſe of God. No hu- 
man Powers can authoritatively abrogate it, or ſub- 
rogate another Inſtitution in its ſtead; for other- 
wiſe the Heathen Emperors might have ſuppreſs'd 
the Epiſcopal Authority, and even the Apoſtles 
themſelves might lawfully have thereupon renoun- 
ced it, and dropp'd it for ever, which is inconfi- 

ſtent with God's deſign of its perpetuity. And as 
for primitive Example, tis as certain as Hiſtorical 
Evidence can make any thing, that this Inſtitution 
was ordain'd by Chrift himſelf, and that his A 
{Hes continu'd it to their Succeſſors; as is plain 
from /reneus, who reckons up all the Biſhops of 

Rome from the Apoſtles down to his own time: 
The fame Line of Succeſſion may be collected out 
of the Eccleſiaſtical Hiſtorians (beginning with 


n pag. 27. o Tbidl, : 
Euſebius, 


2 R 2 1 2391 

i- ¶Eaſebius, and ending with Evagrivs) and carried 

e on for the firſt ſix hundred Vears; Which, if you 

„ think too much trouble to conſult; yet if you in- 

in ſiſt upon it, I promiſe to do it for you. 

oh Mr. Law (p. 11.) purſues his Argument thus: 

d, F *he Succeſſion be once broke, People muſt either go 

o / if into the Miniſtry of their own accord, or he ſent by 

ſuch as have no more Power to ſend others, than to 

2 o themſelves. And can theſe be called 8 

Sy hriſt, —— Ambaſſadors to aft in bis Name, who 

n, have no Authority from him? Which Words you 5 
F und thus: P That is, if it ſhauld be true. (wbich 

n r. Law muſt ſay God forbid) that Rome is, ar 

2 ever was an idolatrous Church. Give me leave, Sir, 

to put you in mind of your Declaration in the be- 
e, ginning of your Letter, 4 That you neither know, 
1- nor would in the leafs commend, any Writer who 
J= would give reproachful Names to any of the Biſbap's 
r-  Adverſ/aries : But here, and in ſome other Places, 
d (e. gr. r You dare ſay, he omitted the Papiſts out of 
es pure good Nature and Cbriſtian Compaſſion.) you 
1 would lead an unwary Reader into an Opinion, 
= that this worthy Gentleman is in the Intereſt of 
as [the Church of Rome. This is neither candid nor 
al conſiſtent with your ſelf; hut to proceed. If the 
n Church of Rome be an idolatrous. Church, then 
J- you ſay. that (according to Mr. Law) All Cbri- 
n ſtianity is at an end 3. the Reaſon is t all that is 
of derived from ſo utterly, and fundamentally corrupted 
c 
h 


4 Root, being, 75 75 as to all means of Grace. 
This is what will age ut made out; for the 
Errors of that Church, though they he very, great, 
yet do not deſtroy the Being of that Church. As 
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rhe traditional Corruptions of the Jewiſh Erieſis 
and Elders did not deſtroy the Eſſence, tho” they 
marr'd the Purity of the Zewi/s Church; fo nei. 
ther do theſè among the erte Qi} their Offi- 
till they preſerve the 

5 fundamental and / ential Parts of Chriſtianity, how 
great ſoever their Corruptions may be: For the di- 
Fine Purity of God's Ordinances, having their Ef- 
ficacy not from the Goodneſs of Men, but the 
Grace and Power of God, are not defileable by 
the Sins of his Miniſters, as we ſee exemplificd in 
the Sacrifices of wicked Hophni and Phinebas. 
Too thofe extreme Caſes which you put f the 
Reformation 's being at a ſtand, if no Romith Biſhops 
had reform d, we may anſwer thus; that the Puri- 
iy of God's Religion being always dear in his Eye- 
fight, his infinite Wiſdom. will always contrive 
the moſt convenient Meaſures for the Security of 
his Church, and the Salvation of his Saints; and 


tere therefore better to wait with Patience God's 


P. we even in the greateſt Exigencies, than 


row reſtive under his correcting Hand, and 

preſumptuouſly have recourſe to ſuch Methods of 
Relief as we have not his warrant for. We ſee his 
ſevere Chaſtiſements of this kind of Preſumption, 
in his dealings with Uzza, Saul and Jeroboam; 
each of which made very colourable Pretences for 
their Sacrilege. T were far better to take the Ex: * 
ample of the Jews for our Pattern, who, during 

the time of their Captivity, when they had n 

Sanctuary, preſumed not to Sacrifice, bur inſtead © 
of thinking Sacrifices neceſſary, judged that their - 
Exigencies diſcharged them from their ordinary 
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Was judged by them acceptable to, « God. LF 2 , 
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legal Obligations” ok Theie Fr" u Berz conti- 


nued in their Synagogues, Schools, and Tiger x- - "= 


cauſe God will always ſecure to himſelf a Ni 


to act in ſacred things ſo long as the World = RENE, 


endure ; - Which yet cannot otherwiſe be dane, than & | 5 1 
by Epiſcopal Succeſſion, or ſome other extragrdi - 
nary proviſional Way, which God has not 08 

the World the leaſt Reaſon to ex pect. 75 


Now you make a Home- puſh, = 1 3 
there is. no Shadow of Prof of amy f — 5 as ; 


Law x gives a Reaſon, why tis mo Wim 20h 
for the Succeſſion ever to be broke. 
is this: © Ir has been a receiy'd Dost ine every” 

« Ape of the Church, that no tion. was 
« valid, but that of Biſhops. I Doctrine has 
been a conſtant Guard upon t pat Suc- 
ce ceſſion; for ſeeing it was un ally believed, 
that Biſhops, alone could , ordain, it is morally 

ce impoſlible Achat any Perſons could be received 

, who had not been fo ordained: He 
« inſtances the. moral Impoſßbility of the Succeſ- 


3 
“ fjon's Fg, broke in the Englih Church, and 
„e thence 


tly coneludes the moral Impolibi- 
“e lity of 3 Sueceſſion's being ever broke; be- 


« cauſe the fame receiv d Doctrine, being always 
« equally receiv. d, would be always an equal Guard 


ce upon Ihe Sweeceſſon; and therefore, I he 8 
miſes his Lordſhip, an Anſwer, whenever he 
« think fit to ſhew, when or how, or where 15 


cc Succeſſion; N n to l or was likely 
ce to break. 
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| n 
When any ſuch ſeeming Breach is objected, 
twould then be time enough to reply; but to put 


the Matter beyond all doubt, I argue thus: 
If there has been any Breach in the Succeſſion of 
Epiſcopacy, that Breach was either before or ſince 
the Reformation ; now that there was no Breach 
before the Reformation, my Lord Biſhop of Bangor 
does affert ; and therefore you (one of his Advocates) 
muſt allow: = The Papiſts, he ſays, have a regular 
and uninterrupted Succeſſion of Biſhops undefiled with 
the Touch bf Lay-Hands; and therefore ſuch a 
- Breach (if any ſuch there were) muſt have been 
fnce the Reformation. 5 
We have but two Primates of our Englifo 
Church (that I ever heard of) whoſe Orders are 
queſtioned even by the Church of Rome; and they 
were A. B. Cranmer and A. B. Parker ; the former 
of which was conſecrated on March the 3zoth 1533, 
by Dr. Longland Biſhop of Lincoln, Dr. Voyſee Bi- 
ſhop of Exeter, and Dr. Standiſh Biſhop of St. 
Aſaph ; this you may find teſtified at large by an 
Author of (I believe) no {mall Credit with you. 
The latrer, tho' his Commiſſion was endeavoured 
to be nullified by the Inventors of that notoriouſly 
ſcandalous Lye of the Nagg's-Head we have 
his Conſecration not only atteſted by the foremen- 
tion'd Author, but by the Regiſter of Canterbury, 
where the Ceremony is defcribed at large; and alſo 
by the original Inſtrument preſerved in the Library 
of Corpus Chrifti Coll. in Cambridge; well atteſted 
Copies of both which MSS. are printed at the End 
of Biſhop Bramball's Works, Opt. Ed. And indeed 
if this had not been certain beyond all Doubt, 
*twou'd not have had ſo much Streſs laid upon it 
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by Biſhop Braball, Mr. Maſon, Mr. Brown of 
Cambridge, &c. which worthy Patriots of our. 
Church's Cauſe, no Accuſer, 0 e malicious, 
can have the Face to tax as Popiſhly affe&ed. 
F "> you lay, b*tis the ſame [bins to Proteſtants, 
whether there is, or is not to be found, ſuch a Line of 
Men in the World, You might as well have faid, 
that 'tis the ſame thing to Proteſtants, whether 
they had or had not any Miniſters at all ; for if the 
Epiſcopal Order may be thus laid aſide; moſt cer- 
WHY the inferior Orders may, and ſo the whole 
niſtry be no more than Creatures at Pleaſure z 
and from thence 'twill follow, that the Admini- 
ſtration of the Sacraments is a thing alt 
precarious, and that the Being of the Church is 
liable to be deſtroyed: And therefore Mr. Lato 
© thus excellently proves the divine and unalterable 
Right of Epiſcopacy; © Becauſe Epiſcopaey is the 
only inſtituted Method of continuing the Prieſt 
„ hood; which being a Divine poſitive Inſtitution, 
cc as it could only Row, by the Divine Appvint» 
. nent, ſo it can only deſcend to After-ages in 
« ſuch” a Method, as God has bren pl ed to 


cc 
Vn 1 ſay, the only Queſtion, is, 4 Whether 2 

poſing a Rx OL AR MixisrRV cannot he had, Cherie 
ſftians may not reform from an Idolatrous Church, and 
conſtitute a Miniſtry ? This is anſwer'd before; but 
I will ſay ſomewhat more particularly here. In 
ſuch a Caſe the Laity may ſhun * — withdraw 
themſelves from a — Communion, but no 
earthly Powers can commiſſion a Paſtor of the 
Choe z they may give a Laick a ſecular * 
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( 16 ) 
in Matters not purely ſpiritual; but they can in 
no wile authorize him with an Eccleſiaſtical Eæs- 
cia to perform any of the myſtical Offices; and if 
therefore you your {elf had receiv'd no other Mi- 
niſterial Authority, but from Lay- hands, either o- 
riginally or immediately, I would call upon you to 
prove the validity of your own Orders. 

But the fir f Re for mers, and all Protefants de- 
ny Government to be at an end, whenever the Suc- 
cefſron of the Priefthood ſhould be broke. That all 
Proteſtants would not deny this is plain; becauſe 
the moſt ſtrenuous and worthy Advocates ' of our 

Church have all along maintained (as well againſt 

Papiſts as Puritans) that they are inveſted with the 
Authority of Chr:#, handed down to them from 
the Apoſtles: Nay, they have rejected the pre- 
tended Orders of Diſſenting Teachers upon this 
very ſcore, becauſe they are not committed to them 

ſuch an Authority; and therefore when King 
Charles the ſecond would have had the Differen- 
ces between the Church of England and the Sepa- 
ratiſts amicably compoſed : The Biſhops, &. com- 
miſſionꝰd for that Purpoſe to treat with the Diſ- 
ſenters, peremptorily inſiſted upon a Re-ordination 
of all thoſe of them who had not before receiv'd 
the Miniſterial Office from Epiſcopal Impoſition. 
Well; but the fret Reformers of the Foreigu 
Churches diſputed upon quite oppoſite Principles 
They did ſo, and yet this is no warrant for us to 
do ſo too; we are not to follow them in any cri- 
minal Caſes. © The Apoſtles themſelves are no far- 
ther worthy of our Imitation, than as they imi- 
rated Chriſt. 4 


SS tf pag. 29, 1 
ut 
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But the nearer we approach to a Fountain's 
Head, the clearer and purer is its Stream; let us 
therefore look higher up into Antiquity, and learn 
the Judgment of the primitive Church concerns | 
ing thoſe very Powers of Ordination for which 
Calvin, Bucer, &c. diſputed, There have been 
ſome few Inſtances in the early Ages of the 
Church, wherein mere Presbyters have preſumed 
to ordain : Thus 1/chyras was ordained by Collu- 
thus, a mere Presbyter; but the Church was ſo 
far from looking upon IJſchyras's Orders to be va: 
lid, that the Council of Alexandria diſannull'd al 
the pretended Ordinations of Colluthus, 5 TigzoCvree 
 6& wy tre NU, 15 FAC Yeo aurs tyilvev de 
who died a Presbyter, and therefore all his Ordi- 
nations were invalid. And Muſzus and Eutychian, 
two notorious Impoſtors, put a Cheat upon ſome 
Perſons, who eſteem'd them Biſhops, and receiv'd 
their Orders; but when the Cheat was detected, 
the Council of Sardica condemn'd thoſe, and all 
other Un-epiſcopal Ordinations whatſoever. Laſts 
ly: the obſtinate Aerius pleaded for the equality of 
the two Orders of Biſhops and Presbyters; but 
the Primitive Fathers condemn'd his daring A.- 
ſertion for an Hereſy, which' bears his Name un- 
to this Day f. St. Cyprian ſays the flamingly im- 
pious Sin of Schiſm is not to be expiated by a 
Man's own Blood; and in the fame place tells us 
who is ue of this heinous Sin, viz. 5 Qui con- 
tempfis Ecclefie Epiſcopis & Dei Sacerdotibus reli is, 
conftituere audet aliud Altare. Who in Con- 
+ tempt of the Biſhops of the Church, and De- 
ſertion from the Prieſts of God, preſumes to ſet 
up Altar againſt Altar. And indeed we ſee the 
ſevere Vengeance of God, with which the pre- 


vid. Epiph. in Vita Aerii 8 Cyp. de Unit. Ecdleſiz. | 
| ſumptuous 


(8) 

ſumptuous uſurpation of Corab, Dathan, and Abi- 
ram is puniſh'd ; when God rejected his own Or- 
dinances, becauſe adminiſter'd by unhallow'd Hands. 
And therefore not only thoſe who uſurp the ſacred 
Office of Chriſt, but thoſe alſo who contend for 
the legality of ſuch an Uſurpation (for 270 of Co- 
rah's Company were deſtroyed). would do well to 
conſider, that ſuch aq x is as much more pro- 
voking to God than the Sin of Corah, as Chriſt 
our Prophet is more excellent than Moſes. 
Nov, Sir, when our Eraſtians ſhall preſume to 
aſſert, that the Judgments of the Reformers ought 
to be more regarded than the Decrees of Councils, 
and the Judgments of the primitive Fathers; t will 
then be time enough to vindicate their Autho- 
rity. | 
The next Offence of Mr. Law is, h That be 
takes the main thing in Queſtion for granted, viz. 
That the Miniſters of Chriſt are as much the pofi- 
tive Ordinances of God, as the Sacraments are. And 
you are ready to anſwer him if he means, That 
there are as clear Notices of uninterrupted Succeſſion 
in the. Goſpel, as that the Sacraments are to be uſed 
by Chriſtians. To this Mr. Law anſwers, i That ma- 
ny Truths, which highty concern the Salvation of 
Men, are not yet to be found in Scripture totidem 
Perbis, or in expreſs terms: e. g. That the Scri- 
«© ptures contain all things neceſſary to Salvation; 
& that they are written by a divine Command; that 
ce they are a ſtanding Rule of Faith in all Ages; 
ce that the Sacraments ſhall always be the ordina- 
& ry means of Grace neceſſary to be obſerv'd ; that 
ce there ſhall always be any particular Order of the 
& Clergy: If therefore the ſilence of the Scripture 
be an Argument againſt Epiſcopal Succeſſion, 
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« it is ſo againſt the order of the Clergy it (elf, 


cc and ſo of the reſt: But if theſe other Doctrines 


be neceſſary to be believed, becauſe they are well 
founded in Scripture; then Epiſcopal Succeſſion is fo 
too, for that it is founded in Scripture, he thus proves; 


k& We are there taught, that no Man can take this 


« Office unto himſelf; that neither Chriſt nor his 
« Apoſtles, c. however extraordinarily endow'd 
« with Gifts from God, could, as /#ch, exerciſe 
ce the Prieſtly Office, till they had God's Com- 
« miſſion for that Purpoſe. Now as it appears, 
“that the Sacraments are not poſitive Inſtitutions, 
c any otherwiſe, than as they are conſecrated to 
« ſuch Ends and Purpoſes, as they were no way 
4 qualified of themſelves to perform; ſo Men, as 
« /ach, (however endow'd:) not being qualified 
© to take this Office upon them without God's 
« appointment: It is demonſtratively certain, that 
« /o calld, they are as much to be eſteem'd a 
&« Pofitive Iuſlitution, as the Elements ſo choſen 
& can be call'd a Poſitive [n#itution, The Argu- 
ment is excellently well carry'd on, both in his 24 
Letter and the P. S. to which for farther ſatisfa- 
ction I refer you. 


The next Objection againſt Epiſcopal Succeſſi- 


oe „„ 


on is, | That it overturns all Civil Government. 


But you ſhould firſt have proved that Regimen to 
be exactly of the ſame nature with the Hierarchy; 


that God made the anointing with Oil a perpetual 


Inſtitution z or that he has any where promiſed 
his divine Preſence and Authority to any regular 


Order of Secular Powers for ever; make out this, 
and then an interruption of a Secular Line will be 


an Argument of ſome Colour againſt Epiſcopal. 
Sucre 
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the Eccleſiaſtical Structure is like that of Civil So- 
cieties in reſpect of Subjefts ; but the Fandamental 
Security of it is much firmer, becauſe tis not De 
Jure, liable to Subverſion or Change, by any victo- 
rious foreign Power, as we ſee the Civil States are. 

But, Sir, *twould have been a much truer Aſ- 
ſertion, and more worthy of a Son of the Chutch 
of England, that Epiſcopacy is the main Bulwark 
of the State, and the Nation's Peace: The Jews 
tell us that their three laſt Prophets all died in 
one Day, and that on the fame Day Alexander en- 
ter'd the City in Triumph. And methinks that 
fo long as thoſe Wounds remain green, or conti- 
nue to feſter (from which ſuch Streams of Engli/b 
Blood guſhed out in the Times of Civil Diſcord) 
Horror ſhould ſeize our Spirits whenever we hear 
the leaſt Hints of tampering with Epiſcopacy. 
As for that ridiculous Sarcaſm upon learn- 
ed Dr. Hickes and Mr. Leſly, how excuſable it 
would have been in a ludicrous Droll, or a bold 


\ Coffee-houſe prater, I ſhall not determine: But ſure 


Iam, that it neither becomes that Gravity that 
ſhould accompany your Garb, nor that ſerionſneſ} with 
which the matter in Debate ſhould be handled. 
And tiitn that »njuft Triumph over Mt. Law, 
n If no Popiſh Succeſſion, then no Popiſh Prieſts, no 
Popiſh Tricks, &c.) ſhall be granted; if you will 
firſt of all prove (for I require it of you before 
your Conclufion be aſſented to) that Svctessron 
THRO' the Church of Rome is INSEPARABLE 2 
the Errors or that Church. Till that be done, 
tis plain your Conſequences are palm'd upon Mr. 
Law; for his Words are theſe ; © If there be no 
© uninterrupted Succeſſion, then there are no au- 
c“ thorized Miniſters of Chriſt ;”* for without a Mi- 
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ruele, we cannot have Authority from bim any 
othey way. | 


The Reformers, u you ſay, and Friends of the 
Caufe, which you defend, are more in the Church's 
Intereſt than Mr. Law; becauſe he afſerts the Ne- 
ceſfity of Communion; but they rely on our Sa- 
viour's Words (Mat. xviii. 20.) M hereſoever two or 
three are gathered together in thy Name, I will be in 
the midſt of them. But St. Cyprian ſays, o lot no futh 
Perſon (as denys the Neceſſmy of Epiſcopal Ordi- 
nation) delade himſelf with ſuch a vain Inter presa. 
tion of theſe Wordt; for, fays he, D0m0d) Pb 
duo aut trts in Nomine Chrifti colligi, quos cbnſtat 4 
Cbriſto, & ab ejus Evangelio ſoparant - ce thole that 

“ had ſet themſelves up in Oppoſition ts Epiſes- 
c pal Authority, ſeparated themſelves from Chriſt 
« and his Goſpel, and could not therefore be ſaid 
«© to be gathered together in his Name, or hays 
& any Reaſon to expect his Preſence. 

—_ P There are three Aſſertions in one Para: 

0 Mr. Law's, which, you ſay, muſt exceed) 
x vert the Roman Catholicks. But I hope *twill 
ar, that there is as little Reaſon for this OB. 


ion againſt him, as for any other that you hive 


made. The firſt of theſe Aſltitions is, that for his 
Lordſbip to unſay ſomt Things which be hat ſails 
would be à greater Maortification to the Roman Ca- 
tholicks, han all that ever he ſaid, or writ in his 
Life. Very true: For if the Validity of our Or- 
ders, the Neceſſity of our Communion, the Au- 
 thorit ty of out Church, are no more than Niceties 
and Trifles; every Man is left to do what is right 
in his own Eyes; which may be 2 Means to in- 
troduce uch a wild Confuſion, as may in time 
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force People into the Romiſh Communion for want 
of Prieſts and valid Sacraments. | | 
The Second is, That Rome has ſent many Meſ- 
ſengers to deny the Neceſſity of any particular Commu- 
nion, to expoſe the Validity of Sacraments, and to 
rally upon the uninterrupted Succeſſion of Prieſts. The 
Reaſon of ſuch Proceedings is, becauſe the Church 
of England is not only the moſt Pure, Regular and 
| Orthodox, but alſo the moſt Learned of all the 
4 Reformation: She has ſo fully anſwer'd and con- 
1 futed all the daring Challenges of Jeſuits, and beſt 
9 qualified of their Diſputants for attacking her; 
that they know all their open Attempts to be in 
vain; and therefore do they with unwearied Dili- 
ence ftrive to /ow Tares among her Wheat, that 
y diſtracting, dividing, and weakening of her, 
they may be the better able to pull her down; as 
the three Brothers of the Curiatii were by ſepara- 
ting all ſlain by one Man. Therefore is no Cry of 
Popery ſo terrible in my Ears, as the wrangling 
Jarrs and Diviſions of our Church; becauſe as 
theſe diſturb our Peace and create Enemies within 
our ſelves, they may alſo (we know not how ſoon) 
: provoke Almighty God to withdraw the glorious 
Light of his Candleſtick from us, and ſuffer us to 
be again cover'd and overſhadowed with the Clouds 
and thick Darkneſs of Error. | 
The laſt is, That the Papiſts are no more angry 
with bis Lordſhip, than they were at WILLIAM 
PENN, a reputed Jeſuit for preaching up Quakeriſm. 
You cannot but know, that ſeveral Jeſuits have 
been ſent into England in Diſguiſe, to preach in our 
Conventicles; ſome of which were diſcover'd by 
Dr. Hammond, &c. Tis confidently reported that 
a Jeſuit was in Arms among the Oliverian Guard, 
when King Charles the Martyr was beheaded; and 
be alſo declar'd that there were thirty more in Arms 
8 in 
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in the fame Cauſe with himſelf. The Scotch Con, 


venant is ſaid to have been drawn up in France, and 


ſent into Scotland by the deviliſh Policy of Cardinal 
Richlieu. The very Se& of Duakers is generally aſ- 
ſerted to have been brought forth by the fame 
Brood-Mother, and is faid to have been forty Years 
in contriving. Bur leſt theſe alſo, ſhould be repu+ 
ted ridiculous Falfities by you, I refer you to 1a 
Leter of Biſhop Bramballs, wrote from France, 
when he attended upon King Charles II. in his Ex- 
ile; wherein he aſſures us, that the Papiſis have 
Seminaries for this Purpoſe, wherein Perſons are 
bred up and carefully tutor'd in all the deceitful Arts 
of Sophiſtry, in order to oppoſe and divide the Eu- 


gliſb Church; that all their Exerciſes are of this 


kind; and that according to their different Quali- 
fications and Improvements, they are ſent over here, 
to perſonate Presbyterians, Anabaptiſts, Independents, 
Oakers, &c. I think that I have now anſwer'd._ 
every thing at large, which you have with any Co- 
lour of Reaſoning, objected againſt Mr. Law upon 
this ſecond Head. Let us therefore conſider Mr. 

Third Charge againſt the Biſhop, which is, that 
he ſubverts all Authority in the Church. From which 
Charge his Lordſhip would excuſe himſelf, by ſay- 
ing, that-he only contended againſt Abſolute Au- 
thority.. But you have found out a new Defence, 
too refined for his Lordſhip, or any other ſagacious 
Perſon concern'd in this be, to have hit 
upon. The Word Abſolute, you lay, * is of no Fer- 
vice in the Caſe; becauſe all Power is either Abſo-. 
lute, or elſe tis no Power at all. A Diſtinction ſo 
accurate, as would at once have put a Period to 
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— — 


4 'Ti5 printed in a pamphlet call d, Undone again: Or the 
Plot Diſcovered, 5. 37. | 
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f that long Conteſt between the Biſhop of Carliſle 
4 and the Biſhop of Bangor, concerning the Inſertion 
of the Word Ab/olute; and *twould have been voy 
friendly in you to have ſaved their Lordſhips ſo 
much unneceſſary Trouble F 
But how is this made out? Why, becauſe all 
Power is compleat, as far as it goes, and therefore 
Abſolute; for where it does not extend, tis no Power 
at all. This is egregious trifling; for what can 
be meant by the Word Abſolute, when 'tis ſuper- 
added to Power, but the excluſion of Extents and 
Limits; the being at liberty, looſe, and free from 
all controul and ſhackles whatſoever z whereas li- 
mired Authority has its proper Boupds fix'd, a pre- 
ſcribed Verge affigned, beyond which is has no 
Power to paſs. Theſe are contradiſtinet Branches 
of a Diviſion, and therefore incompatible z fo that 
when you endeavour, to proye all Power to be Ab- 
ſolute, becaufe within its proper Diſtrict, (where 
it ſhould meet with no oppoſition,) tis compleat ; 
. prove no more than this, that Al Power is 
But farther, here is a noble Defence of his 
His Lordſhip, owns, that he has endeavour'd to 
ſubvert all All Abſolute Authority in the Church. 
But All Authority (you ſay) is Abſolute; ergo his 
Lordſhip has endeavour'd to ſubyert A Authority 
in the Church. Thus inſtead of anſwering Mr. 
Law, you have made out his Charge againſt the 
Biſhop, and proved the . Thing chat you would 
argue againſt, viz. That the Biſhop has deny'd all 
Church Authority. greek eee 
Mr. Lau u proceeds to make good his Charge 


t Ibid, v Firſt Letter, p. 19. 
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from ſeveral Reaſons urged by his Lortthip againſt 
Abſolute Authority. The firſt of which i is "cha 
The Biſhop di/owns the Authority of Chriftians over 

Cbriſtians (or as you: wou'd have it, the Aus 
thority of being Maſters over other Chriſtians) bez 
canſe they are the Servants of another Maſter: But, 
Sir, the Words of being Maſters neither do you nor 
his Lordſhip any manner of Service; becauſe (as 
Mr. Lau very well argues) this Argument is equal- 
ly concluſive againſt all Degrees o Authority; ſor 
— the Juriſdiction is wholly and entirely appro- 
priated to one; there all Pretences whatſoever of 
other Perſons to exerciſe Authority, are Uſurpas 
tions; and therefore the loweſt Pretence to an Aus 
thority over another's Servant, is cqually an Utur« 
pation with the -ighef, | 

The Second is, that his Lordſhip re rejects this 
Authority, becauſe of the Object it is exerciſed ups 
on; i. e. Marters purely relating to Conſcience and 
Salvation. This, J you ſay, excludes every Degree 
SUCH (i. e. Abſolute) Authority in Sue Matters 4 
but, Sir, tis plain from Mr: Law, that this Al gu- 
ment does equally exclude every Degree of Authos 
rity: For it Cotiſcience and Salvation be of too 
ſpiritual a Nature to be under Rule, Conſcience 
muſt reject Authority as ſuch; i. e. muſt abiolutely 
reject every Degree of Authority; there being no 
Reaſon to be aſeribed why Conſcience may not be 
ſubje& to one Degree of Authority as well as ano- 
ther, to more as well as to leſs. . 

Thirdly, His Lordſhip. denys Abſolute Aurhott« 
ty, becauſe. Cbriſ does not — to canvey [nfals 
libility, to aſſert the true Interpretation of his own 
Laws, This again denys All Authority; tor as Mts 
Law argues again, 1f u be neceſſary to 
——— — 
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found an Obediznce in Chrift s Kingdom, it's plain 
that mo Man can baue any Title to ſuch Obedience, 
becauſe uo Man is infallible. Mod join the Word 
* implicit to Obedience, and then think you have 
| healed all. But if Infallibility muſt be inſeparably 
annex'd to Authority in Chrift's Kingdom, »o kind 
of Obedience (Implicit or Conditional) is any longer a 
Duty, becauſe all Men are fallible. © 
The laſt Argument, which his Lordſhip makes 
uſe of to deftroy Abſolute Authority, is, that it is 
taking Chrift's Authority out of his Hands, and pla- 
cing it in their own: And this again proves equally 
againſt all Authority. For as Mr. Law argues, if 
the Authority of others be inconſiſtent with that 
of Chriſt, then every Degree of ſuch Authority is, 
ſo far as it extends, an Invaſion upon that of Chritt ; 
therefore the * Authoritative Judgments; &c. which 
you mention, don't at all mince the Matter; be- 
cauſe the leaſt 4 of Authority in Chrift's 
Kingdom is as much his as the freer, and there- 
fore the Exerciſe of ſuch a Degree, is equally 
an Uſurpation upon Chriſt's Authority with the 
Lou b ſay, 'tis far from true, that all the Lower- 
Houle of Convocation unanimouſly conceived that the 
Biſbop Doctrine tended to 8 all Government 
2d Diſt 
ſuppoſ 
in the Houſe, ought at leaſt to have been there; 
or elſe, being ablent, they yield their tacit Con- 
ſient to whatloever is acted by the Reſident Party: 
But that theſe did all unanimouſly agree in their 
Cenſures of the Biſhop's Doctrine, is evident from 
the Title Page of their Report, printed by their 
own Order: If therefore your Meaning be, that 
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0 15 ( 27 ) | | 
tis far from true, that the then fitting Members of | 


tbe Lower-Houſe of Convocation did unanimouſly ſo 


conceive glory in it, if you pleaſe, Sir, that you had 
the Good Manyners zo give that vengreble Bogy 


the. Lx. | 1185 


But farther, Mr. Lau proves < 6 that his Lord- 
e ſhip himſelf imagined, that he had baniſh'd all 


Authority, as ſuch, out of the Church, from his 


Triumph over Dr. Snape; glorious Abſolute. Au- 
thority indeed, to which Chriſt's Subjefts owe no O- 


 begience, till they have examined into his own De- 


claratious; aud then they obey not this Authority, but 
him. Here d you would excuſe his Lordſhip, by 


_ ſaying, that the Biſbop has left all Authority to preach 


God's Word, and adminiſter the Sacraments : But be 


is againſt ALL Authority in Matters of Conſcience 


and Salvation. I know not by what abſtruſe Rules 


of Logick, or myſterious Skill in deep Divinity, 
theſe Things can be reconciled, viz. That Chrift's 


Miniſters ſhould have ALL Authority to preach the 


_ Goſpel, and adminiſter the Sacraments, and yet have 


No Authority at all in Matters of Conſcience and 
Salvation; I hope, Sir, you don't deny but that 


the Goſpel is the fanding Rule of Matters of Con- 
ſcience ; and that the Sacraments are the ordinary 
Means of Grace, and neceſſary to be received in 


all Ages: If ſo, then God's Word and the Holy 
Sacraments are the Principal Matters of Con- 


ſcience and Salvation; and therefore an Authori- 
ty to preach the one and adminiſter the other, is an 


Authority (and a very ſacred one too) in the chief 


Matters of Conſcience and Salvation. You. ought 


therefore to eraſe, or recant this Sentence out of 
Compaſſion to your ſelf, becauſe 'tis a flat Contra- 


diction; or at leaſt out of Reſpect to his Lordſhip's 


8 1 


c Firſt Lester, p. 22, d p. 45, 5 
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(628) 
Uuauſe; becauſe to affirm that his Lordſbip denys ALL 
| Authority in Matters of Conſcience and Salvation, is 
to charge his Lordſhip with as dangerous a Pofi- 
tion as any of his Adverſaries have done. 
Mr. Law e proves againſt the Biſhop's Triumph 
by four Arguments, that the Church has 'a real 
Authority; to which if you had offer'd any ſerious 
Anſwers, they ſhould have been conſider d; but 
ſince you only ſtrive ſportively to repel their Force, 
J ſhall paſs by this Part of the Diſpute in Silence, 
and only acquieſce in this Concluſion; that if Ex- 
amination by Scripture, be an Argument againſt 
Authority in the Church, it is ſo againſt the 
Authority of Chriſt, who was as much obliged to 
fulfil the Law and the Prophecies concerning him- 
ſelf, as the Church is now obliged to act accord- 
ing to Scripture. ee RL; 
Mr. Law alledges farther againſt the Biſhop, 
- © * that his Arguments make all Civil Government 
& unlawful; becauſe if as the Church of Chriſt is 
* the Kingdom of Chrif, it is implied in this, 
F that he is the ſole Law-giver to his Subjects, and 
* himſelf the ſole Judge of their Behaviour in the 
Affairs of Conſcience and Salvation; it is plain 
e to a Demenſtration, that ſince we are told in 
“ Scripture, That (Dan. iv. 17.) the moſt High ru- 
eth in the Kingdom of Men; that (Ila. 33. 22.) 
1 the Lord is our Law-giver, the Lord is our King. 
That he is /o/e Law-giver to his Subjects, and 
c conſequently that all Civil Authority is mere In- 
e vaſion and Uſurpation. This you call 8 curtail- 
ing and jumbling of Texts together, becauſe the Words 


o 


- smmediatcly following the firft of theſe Texts do fhew 

in what Senſe God is ſaid to rule in this Kingdom, 

Dix BY GIVING'IT TO WHOMSOEBVER HE WILL 
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be produced does ſeem to deny. 
The laſt thing in which you endeavour to vin- 
dicate the Biſhop, #s his Lordſhip's manner of Ex- 


(29) 
and becauſe the ſecond Text does not in the leaſt ſeem to 
deny, that God permits human Judges under him. 


To which I anſwer, that when Chriſi declared, that 


All Power was given unto him inHeaven and in Earth; 


he immediately Commiſſions his Apoſtles, Go ye 


therefore, &c. and lo I am with you always even un- 


. to the end of the Morld. And again (Joh. 20. 29 


As my Father ſent me, even ſo (or with the ſame 
Power and Authority) /end I you : And St. Paul 


tells us (Epb. iv. 11.) of various diſpoſals that 
Chriſt made of ſpiritual Authority, for the perfett- 
ing of the Saints, for the work of the Miniſtry, and 
for the edifying of the Body of Chriſt. As therefore 
the moſt High that ruleth in the Heavens, does go= © 
-vern the Earth by a Vicegerency here below; fo 


has his eternal Son left Subſtitutes behind him with 


Authority to act in his Name, or by Virtue of a 
-Commiſſion from him; which neither the Text 


of his Lordſhip's Sermon, nor any other that can 


- 


preſſion about the excluſion of Papiſts from the Throne; 
and -upon this Head alſo (as you have all alon 
done) you have ſo mangled Mr. Law's Wor 
that they ſeem not to be the ſame with thoſe in 


his own Letter; but this being a Subject foreign 


to the end that I at firſt propoſed, namely, 70 vin- 


dicate the Honour of God and his Religion from thoſe 


dangerous Errors which you endeavour to maintain 
I ſhall not therefore concern my felf with it at all, 
bur only conclude with defiring you to read this 
with as little oh as I read yours, / and then 
(provided you palm no ftrain'd and unfair Conſe- 


quences upon me) cenſure as you pleaſe. | 
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Olnce this Letter was prepared for the Preſs Mr. 
LJ Pyle has publiſhed an Anſwer to Mr. Law's 
ſecond Letter; and at the end of it are annex'd 
ſome few Arguments drawn. up againſt uninterrup- 

ted Succeſſion, and propoſed by way of Challenge 
to the Non- jurors. Now tho” this Challenge does 
not affect me in that Capacity; yet lance the ſubject 
matter of it is levell'd equally againſt the Miniſtry 
of the eftabliſh'd Church, as thoſe unhappy Per- 
ſons whom he mentions : I think my ſelt obliged 
as a Member (tho' a very mean and unworthy one) 
of that highly venerable Body, to take it into con- 

I therefore deſire my Reader to content himſelf 
with a Reply to this Challenge, till I have leiſure 
_ through with the whole of Mr. Pyle's ſe- 
cond Letter; which (by God's Bleſſing) I hope I 
{hall in a little time be able to do. The Argu- 


ments before mention d are as follows. 

1. As to the Nature of the Thing. 
4 There is no kind of Government in the World 
& conſiſting of an external Body of infirm, fallible 
nnd paſſionate Men, that ever did or can (with- 
& aut à Miracle) keep up a Succeſſion, ſecure from 
< the violences of Ambition, and liable to no 
change in its Conſtitution. Eccleſiaſtical Go- 
“ yernment is (in this reſpect) of the ſame na- 
ture with the Civil; and hath nothing more in 
“ it towards ſecuring it from the like Alterations : 
They being botb, by the ſame Providence, ſub- 
| - cred 
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' gutions be through the various Frailties and Paſſions 


6 
« jected to the ſame various Neceflities of Times, | 
4. Things and Circumſtances.. 

I have a before thewn that there is an apparent 
0 between Spiritual and Temporal Regi- 
mens; dut becauſe a compariſon between thoſe Con- 
ſtitutions is here more audaciouſiy inſiſted upon, I 
make this Reply, viz. That tho all earthly 


of Men liable to Subverſions; tho the moſt Potent 


doms of the Earth may he torn in pieces, = ; 
— p 


ngly ———9 — unhinged ; 
no ſuch Diſorder can ever befal the Eccickofial | 
Conftitution'z becauſe the Baſis on which it ſtands, 


the Rock whereon it is built is: much more funda- 


mentally ſecure; for there Chrif is the Almighty 


f — whoſe Right Hand ſecures to himſelf a 


Miniftry in deſpite of all the turbulent Paſſions or 
violent oppoſimion of Men: What Strength infe- 
rior to that of his mighty Arm, could have pro- 
tected his ſacred Vicegerents from the inveterate 
Malice of ſo . Perſecutors, and made 
the Engines of Hell redound to his Braiſe, by a 
more ſperdy Propagation of the Goſpel, than would 


in all probability have been made, bad the Chriſti- 
ans been ſuffer'd to live in Peace? In this wonder- 
ful manner he always did, and always will ſecure 


his Ambaſſadors (at leaſt enough of them to hand 
down bis ſpiritual Authority) againſt the moſt ma- 
licious Devices of Men. Wat therefore will e- 
ternally confute this Objection is, that the Eccle- 
ſiaſtical Succeſſion is ſecured by a miraculous in- 
terpoſition of God ; this Chrift himſelf (who is a 


God of Truth; and cannot Lye) promiſed to his 
Church when it was circumſcribed within a very 


narrow compals 3 ben it was confined to a few 
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(32) 


poor and illiterate -Men, and who were yet 


th 
make Converts of the whole World, and might 
therefore not only fear the impoſſbilit of ſo great, 


dut be terrify d by the Proſpect of ſo dangerous an 


Enterprize; upon this account to infuſe Coura 
and Reſolution into the Apoſtles,” Chrift aſſures 
them that he himſelf would be with them a/ways, 


even unto the end of the World; and 1 


the Powers on Earth were ſo far from being 

to do them violence, or put an end to —_ | 

ous Undertaking, that even * _—y Hell 

not prevail againſt them (1 ts + 
But farther Is it not fira e, that ſo aden 

Contender for all thoſe nove! duftions from that 

myſterious Text, My Kingdom is not of this World, 


ſhould yet take ſuch Pains to demean this ſpiritual 


and exalted Kingdom, ſo far as to model it exactly 
like the Kingdoms of the Earth. Let us therefore 
argue upon his on Principles: Chriſt the ſpiritual 


King, does either act in his Kingdom, or he is as 
indolent and unconcern'd about the Affairs of it as 


an Epicurean Deity; but this, I ſuppoſe, he will 


by no means allow; and therefore Chriſt does abt 


in his Kingdom: And yet his Actions are never vi- 
ſible (ſays the Biſhop of Bangor) therefore we have 


from this Gentleman's own n Principles, a ſubſtan- 


tial Reaſon why the Eccleftaftical Conſtitution is 


not of the ſame Nature with the Civil, viz. be- 
cauſe Chriſt does inviſibly interpoſe in the Affairs 


of his Church, and is therefore a ſufficient Bar- 
rier againſt all Changes and Innovations in the Go- 


vernment of it, which the Paſſions and Ambition 
of Men might move them to introduce, and which 


in Civil Affairs (where this r pomader is Want | 
ing) I oa” 
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11 ew, can without a manifeſt 
ufe of their plain Meaning and De- 
c £0 of Abuſe 75 prove a e Neon 
95 an, —.—— ine of regular Epiſcopal 
Hands (properly ſo called) * . the of 
« the! vibe (much leſs inviſible Church in ge- 
46 SEW or of Church i in particular. 
have ſhewn before b, that 6 Suc⸗ 
ps Sung is deducible not by any ſtrained, but op 
moſt natural Conſequence from the grand 
ter of the Church's Miniſters (Mat. * 19, 20 ) 
where Chriſt. promiſes payer his diyine Preſence 
ſhould extend it ſelf equal wo the Commiſſion, viz. 
to all thoſe, who by a regular Line of Succeflion 
be legitimately; ed with. the ſame Au- 
thority — which Chriſt then commiſſion'd his 
Apoſtles, to he tranſmitted to their Poſterity f 
the Miniſtry of his Church unto the World's end. 
That nothing leſs than this was meant by Chri — 
plain, becauſe it tobe impoſſible that the Succ 
ſhould be carried on any otherwiſez, becauſe if = 
admit but a gap, the Commiſſion is dropp'd at 
ce, and no Collective Body of Men could ever 
ive, recover d it; which if they. ſhould at any 
time pretend to do,. they would only make ſham- 
diſpolals of what they never had: Whatſoever Pre- 
tences therefore — Men might 2 for the In- 
ſticution of a new. Order, tis demonſtratively cer-- 
tain, that if an univerſal interruption Was before 
admitted, that Order could not be endow'd with 
Apoſtolical Authority, 2 eam G — 
Cog. 7 26:45 vd Kath 277 cn 
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o evince the per- 
petual neceſſity of the Chriſtian Prieſthood; which 


(34) : 
Again, the perpetuity of the Chriſtian Sacra- 


ments is an Argument concluſive nou for a con- 


tinual Succeſſion of Clergy ; becauſe ſince hallow d 


Hands are eſſential to their Adminiſtration © fince 
the Officers of Chriſt alone muſt diſpenſe the holy 
things of Chrift; it is a Demonſtration that the 
ſacred Order muſt be corval with theſe facred In- 
ſtitutions. Whatever therefore Texts of Scripture 
are made uſe of to evince the $7) ge Obligation 


of the Chriſtian Sacraments, do a 


yet, as I have ſhewn before, cannot otherwiſe be 
continued than by a regular Line of Succeſſion. 


$5: 1 can't diſcover any farther difficulty in this 


Objection, unleſs it be that this regular Line 
muſt be continued by Epiſcopal Hands properly ſo 
called; but this is ſo clear that we do not ſo much 
as once hear of Ordination by mere Presbyters for 
above three hundred Years after Chriſt ; ſo indubi- 
tably certain-is it, that the Primitive Government 
of the Church was Epiſcopal. ile 
3. 4s to the hiſtorical Evidence of the primitive 
200545112 Sl 360 ee = 

« There is neither ſufficient ſcriptural nor hiſto- 
ce rical Evidence, that All the Churches planted 
« by the Apoſtles, were, at firſt, or immediately 
&« after the Apoſtles, governed by Biſhops, or E- 


* piſcopally ordained Men, properly ſo called. As, 


ec in particular; it doth not appear that the famous 
« Church of Corinth was ſo govern'd for ev'n the 
« firft whole Century; and the ſame may, with 
<« great probability, be ſaid of ſome other Churches 
«-at thar MME. Mi 
In anſwer to the former part of which Objecti- 
on, we may ſay that there is no neceſſity of making 
icular Enumeration of All the Biſhops who 
were conſtituted by the Apoftles, over particular 
PP © a Sees. 
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(63 ) 


Sers. Such a Work ( Zuſebius ſays) cannot poſli- 
bly be compleated : It is ſufficient if, where we 
have any aceount of Church Polity planted by the 
Apoſtles, that that be found to be Epiſcopal 3 bur 
nothing can be more confirm'd by Antiquity than 
this; may, indeed tis plain from the holy 

tures, that this was the form of Government which 
the Apoſtles eſtabliſhed. The Inſtances of Timothy 
and Titus produced by Mr. Law, are by Mr. Pyle 
ahow'd to be a manifeſt Proof that 12 cy 
was the form of Church Government ſettled by the 
Apoſtles at Epheſus and Crete; and to this I add 
the Teſtimony of St. Jobn (Rev. Ch. ii. and iii.) 
who directs ſeven E pittles to the ſeven Angels of 
the Churches of 2 by which figurative Terms 
of expreſſion that lap Divine — all man- 
ner of doubt meant the Biſhops that prefaded over 
thoſe Churches in his time. 

To theſe Proofs of holy Scripture we might add 
the very: regrant Teſtimonies of St. Ignatius who 
lived in the Apoſtle's Times; and ſpeaks of Reve · 
rence to Epiſe pilcopa Authority in almoſt every Page 
of his Genuine _ The ancient Canons and 
Conſtitutions a1 o commonly called Apoſtolical, 
are full of directions to Men in Epiſcopal Autho- 
rity in the diſcharge of their ſacred Function. 

But theſe Teſtimonies, tho ſo mighty full and 
fatisfatory ry, cannot prevail with Mr. Pyle to be- 
lieve that Epiſcopacy was the only Form of Church 
Government eſtabliſhed by the Apoſtles; there are 
not with ſome Churches that do not ap- 
pear to — been d by Epiſcopacy, par- 
5 ticularly the famous Church of Corinth does not 
* appear to have been ſo govern'd for the firſt 
+ whole Century”. Now I leave it to any impar- 
tial Reader to judge whether this be not of kin 
to "ue 3 of the Primitive Perſecutors; theſe 

F 2 burnt 


— — LY ul _ — — . % 
— * — « ; 
EFA r 46 — —— — 
— - — - 


— R 
— — — " — 
—— — — 


— — 


2 — — — ao 
— ———— 


F 616) 
hurnt and deſtroyrd all the Chriſtian 
they cauld, and he triumphs in their d' Mis 
owing to the ſingular Pravidence uf wen the 
ſedulpus| Cart of haly. Men iu the infint Age of 
the Ghurdh, chat we have au Qhtiſtian g Manu: 
ments af Primitive Antiquity left ſtanding and is 
it not the higheſt Baſenois — Monuments 
bave heen defaced by the malicious Powers of Earth 
and Hell, tb make theſe diſqnſſerod Ruins an argu - 
ment againſt the Uniformity of the Primitie 
Church Government > dSuppaſe no that the Soru- 
ple before us he — true; and there be no ap 
pearance af Epiſcopal Government in the Church 
of Corinth ; yet this being only u ncgative-Inflance, 
cannot beiaf an weight againſt the oxpreſs Atteſta · 
tions:of Epiſcopal Governmemt (where we have any 
clear to Church Polity) ſettled by the A+ 
poftles in all Churches — them. We have 
ani exabt Pedigree fer dende reibe in the Ec- 
ale ſiaſtical Hiſtories of the Lies of Epiſcppab Suc- 
cefhan in thoſe A poſiqlical Sces of Ferufalem Au- 
tigcb, Nams, and Alerandria for the: firſt! fox _ 
dred Yiears 3 * the Strength of which 
lent Teſtimonies, 10 ſcaming dub can bo 9 
to be an t of any Born. lt 

But farther we: ate — loft alvogerhei: in ſo 
much obſcuxity as to the Governmetm of che 
Church of Corinth as, this Author would havv us 
belicve. For Epiſcopacy was ſert lad as weil thore 
à in other Places ; if We ny believe the B 

ment of Doratheas,' © Slay — 4 
loweTraxiien with St. Pax, was afterwards Bi- 
oß Curiiuh; but be that as it will; that the 
Epalcopal Autbority was continued and! exercis'd 
there. in the Apoſtles Times, 2 (a 


add. ..as.H4 IO” —_— Seeded. Adds. itt ds of 


ooards that 


8 Doratheus de-Froph, poſt; & 70 Di. 
Corem- 


Ee they for this very ſame Cauſe having 
partect Knowledge, appointed the-afarefaid (De- 


F 7 7 rer S FBF 88 S 


F vice. And that Biſhop 
gtecs he was ſpeaking of, appears! hy the Wards 


= ſtolical Man, the learne 
Priend to Popery) makes this Reflection: & Yow 
© ſes that the Biſhops ordain'd by the Apoſtles, 
& & ſucceeded in their Service; you ſee they conti- 

© nued, or ought to continue in their Places du» 


(37) 
Jotanxiporary with the Apoſtles) "witneſſes 3 *who 
wore an Epiſtle te the Corinthians in order to quell 
and aompole thoſe ſeditious Quarrels, which were 
begun in St. Pauls Days: The Method he takes 
far chat purpoſe is this: He very gravely repri- 
mands them for their Spiritual Conſpiracy (tor their 
mutindus Contentiona had in all likelibood- pro- 
coded ta ſuch a Degree as to expel their Spiritual 
Governors) and exhorts: them to emplay them- 
ſelves within their awn Sphere in order thereto, 
he lays before them the divine Hectien of Aaron 
a the Prieſthqod, miruculouſly conſum' d by the 
udding of his Rod 3 and adds; that our Apoſtles 
« knawing by our Lord Jeſus Chriſt (or: lee dea 
% l dna; & Hnonenie) the Contention that 
vauld ariſe about the Name of 8 
receiv 


* and gave thereupon a deſign'd Order ar 
« Lift, of Othcers, that when they ſhould 


E. (in their Graves) others that were well approv'd 


& Men, might ſucceed in their Chatge and Ser- 
s were one of thoſe De- 


which. follow (tho' not immediately, —_ al- 
ter: (For it were no ſmall Sin in us if we re- 
< fuſe and reject them, who have holily and with» 
out Reproof undergone theſe Offices of Epiſco- 
% pacy. Upon whic „ wage of this Apo- 

d Biſhop Huli (no mighty 


5 ring their Lives.” No if, becauſe the tumul· 


— — — „— ——y— 


Epiſt. ö 8 Ediſcopacy 5 Divine Right. 
| | tuous 


4 


£ 
1 
tuous Leaders of the ſpiritual Factions at Corinth, 
prov'd fo ſucceſsful as to eject and expel their Bi- 
ſhops for a Time, Mr. Pyle will thence infer that 
the Church Government of Corinth was not Epil- 
copal for the firſt whole Century; he may with 
the ſame Force of Argument prove the Govern · 
ment of the Church of England not to be Epiſco- 
pal for the laſt whole Century, becauſe in the 
bloody Time of the grand Rebellion, the Exgliſb5 
Biſhops were ejected and driven from their Sees. 
To confirm this yet farther, St. Ignatius, who was 
Biſhop of Antioch in the Times of the Apoſtles, 
and lived beyond the End of the Firſt: Century, 
mult be ſuppos'd to be throughly acquainted with 
the Form of Government every where ſet up by 
the Apoſtles, and every where continued during his 
Time; and yet having reckon'd up the three Or- 
ders of Biſhops, Prieſts and Deacons, he perempto- 
rily affirms (* weir 7&rwy Exxayoic * K 5 With- 
6 _ theſe there is no Elect Church j | 2 
E theſe no holy Congregation, no Aſſem 
“ Saints. This — 2 being r 
nion of the Chriſtian Writers at this Time, entirely 
convinces me that Epiſcopacy was the Form of 
Government eſtabliſh'd in the Church of Corinth 
as well as in the other Churches, and ſo much the 
more becauſe: I find 5 Dion ſius to be Bithop there 
about the middle of the ſecond Century, without the 
leaſt Surmiſe of any Change of Government in the 
Church of that City. There may be very likely 
more particular Proofs alledg'd for the Epiſcopal 
Government of this City, With which my Vears 
may be an allow'd Excute for my not being ac- 
quainted: but I hope theſe already produced, are 
ſufficient for that purpoſe. ee. 
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i Ep, ad Trallianos, 6 Euſeb. lib, 4. 
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11.) © 4. 45 tothe Church of Rome. 
© The Church of Rome, even before it's great 


c Apoſtaſy, could not pretend to any Certainty of 
* 2 uninterru 1 Succeſſion 68 her Epiſco- 
pal Clergy. As is plain from the Cafe of Novatus, 
« who procured himfelf to be ordained Biſhop (of 
Rome, in oppoſition to Cornelius, the undoubted- 
* ly true Biſhop) by the Hands of three Biſhops, 
$ whom he made drunk for that Purpoſe. _ 

This Objection has — 4 at all of Difficulty in 
it; becauſe firſt of all what he infiſts upon as one 
Ground of the Confuſion that would enſue, is en- 
tirely falſe, viz. that Novatus procured himſelf to be 
ordained Biſhop of Rome. For Novatus never made 


any-Pretenfions to the See; that was not his Aim; 


the Dignity and venerable Name of a Biſhop was 
what he thought gave Cornelius a particular Advan- 
tage over him; and therefore he only aſpired to be 
equal in Authority with his Adverſary, in order that 
he might plead upon the Level with Cornelius, and 


that his abſurd and heretical Opinions might meet 


with a more favourable Reception. 

-, 24%, This very Inſtance is a ſtrong Argument a- 
gainſt thoſe Tenets it is brought to favour; for as 
Cornelius relates the Story, h Novatus procured 
« two Men of deſperate Condition to go into a 
Corner of leſſer Italy, to ſeduce three plain and 
« {imple Biſhops, avouching that they mult haſten 
& to Rome, in order to aſſiſt at the Removal of a 
« Schiſm. Now tis moſt evident that twas No- 
vatys's Opinion, that the Power of Ordination was 
ſolely lodged in Biſhops, otherwiſe he might have 
ſaved the Trouble of this Contrivance (which he 
could not be ſecure would ſucceed) and have ex- 
erciſed that Power before; which we find he 
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(A 
did not make the leaſt Pretence to before his Con- 
ſecration, - 4 

Thoſe fatal r which Mr. Pyle 2 PP 
deve from Novatus's Order being null and void, I 
am not obliged to reply te; — tho' the Con- 
ſecration was ſcandalous and irregular, yet being 
perform'd in the Name of the Holy Trinity, by 
thoſe who were duly conmiſſion'd for that Pur- 
poſe, moſt certainly twas valid; the heinous OF 
fence of: ſuch an Irregularity, the Conſecrators 
were to anſwer for; but the Ad of Conſeemtion 
God would ratify, becauſe perform'd in his Name, 
and by Virtue of his Commiſſion; and therefore all 
that pretended Confuſion which Novatus is made to 
introduce; - vaniſhes at once; becauſe having recei- 
ved the Efpiſcopal Authority, all his Ordinations * 
were valid allo ; but “ this Mr. Pyle would 
e ſuade us, is to maintain, that God in the Valid; 
« ty of the Chriſtian Ordinances, has put more 
tc Streſs upon ohe external Circumſtance, chan up- 
« on all the ſubſtancial Ends, Purpoſes and Deſigas 
« of thoſe Ordjnances, ot upon all the moral 7 on 
& lifications of Chriſtians. As to an external Gir- 
cumſtance, God may ſandtify what Means and to 
what Ends he pleaſes; — it ſelf, which mis 
tiates us into Chriſt's Church, and gives us a Titlo 


to God's Bleſſing and Favour, is confin'd to an ex- 


ternal Circumſtance, and which: of it {elf could nor 
bear any Relation vo @ Purification from actual or 
original Sin; and yet where this external Cireum- 
tance may be had Authoritatively, more Streſs is laid 
upon it — the Juſtification of a Sinner, than 
upon all moral Qualifications without it: Even 
lo God Almighty having ſanctiſied Impoſition of 
Epiſcopal Hands: for the Conſtitution ot his Mini- 
ſtry, has made that external Circumſtance more 
efficacious for that »» than all the moral 


Quah- 


%%% on 9 
Qualifications of Chriſtians without that Circum- 
ſtance. Farthermore, the Biſhop of Bangor makes 
uncertainty an Argument againſt uninterrupted Suc- 
ceſſion; but to make the Validity of our Orders 
depend upon moral Qualifications, is to PE them 
on ſo uncertain a Foot, that no Man on Earth can 
ever be ſecure that his Paſtor's Orders are valid; far 
ſo many crafty hypocritical Devices are made uſe 
of by Men in order to cover their Sins, that God 
alone, who knoweth the Secrets of the Heart, can 
judge of the moral Qualificatians of Men, and tell 
who ſhall appear juſt before him. God therefore 
did not leave Mankind to ſuch Uncertainty in the 
Affairs of their eternal Salvation, and conſequently 
our Orders do not depend upon moral Qualificati- 
ons; they do not render Men impeccable, but 
cauſe them to be more environ'd with deluding 
Temptations; the Devil triumphs at ſuch a Con- 
queſt, and therefore labours more ſollicitouſly to ob- 
tain the Victory: If therefore a Miniſter is Jed aſide 
1 Wiles of Satan, and proves a Traytor to his 
ruſt; yet {till his Adminiftrations are valid, unleſs 
he be deprived of his Commiſſion by che ſpiritual 
Power to whoſe Juriſdiction he properly belongs. 
As to the Ends, Purpoſes and D of the Mini- 
{try, 1 have prov'd before i that they are only to be 
obtain d through Epiſcopal Ordination. 
Befare I diſmiſs this Objection, 1 will make one 
Remark more concerning the Novatians, viz. That 
their chief Opinion which was condemn'd for 
Hereſie, was, that a lapſed Perſon ſhould not be 
re· admitted into the Church upon his true Re- 
entance, nor receive the Benefit of Abſolution, 
ut ſhould rather be exhorted to make Confeſſion 
to God, who alone has the Power of Remiſſion .of 
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i Page 1.1, Euſeb, lib. 6. & 151 lib. 7. 
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| 7 Vou ſee then, ſince Mr. Pyle has put us in 


ind of theſe Hereticks, from what an orthodox 
Original that true Notion (as my Lord of Bangor 
calls it) is traduced, that God alone forgiveth Sins. 
7. As to the Reformed Church of England. 
« The Church of Rome at the Time of the Re- 
&« formation, either was ſuch a Church as had all 
« Authority neceſſary to the Church of Chriſt, or 
ce it was not. If it was (which I readily grant) then 
“ our Separation from it, renders our Ordinations 
& null and void, and her Denunciations and Ex- 
ce communications valid againſt us; even againſt all 
c“ thoſe who (in Oppoſition to a Church wherein 
cc alone was all Church Power) ordained us; and 
& conſequently againſt all whom we have ordain'd 
&« by Virtue of ſuch Ordination. | | 
I ſhould not have been ſurprized to have had this 
Conſequence preſs d upon me hy a Roman Catholick, 


but I am, I confeſs, very much, to find one (who 


ſhews ſo much Complaiſance to the Reformed a- 
broad, as-to make a Complement of the Principles 
of his own Church, rather than be thought their 


Enemy) argue at this Rate: However the Anſwer 


is not very difficult; for here the Queſtion is begg'd, 
and the Argument founded upon ſuch a Principle as 
no Member of the Church of England can prant: 
The Foundation is this, that Rome had at or Pefore f 
the Reformation, a juſt and inalienable Authority 
over the Church of England. This granted, the a- 
bovemention'd Argument will colourably appear; 
but being deny'd, it avails nothing at all. N ow tho” 
we do allow the Church of Rome to have all the Au- 
thority of Diſcipline rhat is neceſſary to a Church; 
tho* we do not diſpute her being inyeſted with the 
Powers of Ordination and Suſpenſion within her 
own 7uriſdiftion; it will by no means follow that 
her Anathema's or Excommunications at any time 
I 


( 43 ) 8 
denounced or iſſued forth againſt her Siſter Churches 
(over which ſne has no ſuch lawful Authority) can 
be of any Validity or Effect farther than the Denial 
of external Commerce. "Tis upon this Account that 
we lay the heinous Sin of Schiſm at the Door of the 
Church of Rome, becauſe ſhe refuſed to purge her 
ſelf from the ſinful Innovations (which ſhe had en- 
joined as Terms of Communion) upon the juſt Com- 
plaints of thoſe worthy Fathers of our Church, who 
(not being her Subjects) were upon her Refuſal to 
comply, empower'd with full and lawful Authori- 
ty to reject: her Yoke and leave her Communion. 
The other part of his Disjunction is what I ſhall not 
reply to, having proved before that the ſpiritual 
Charter of a Church is not forfeited by the Errors 

of the Church of Rom. | 
| He goes on thus; © Moreover, when we renoun- 
ce ced the Communion of Rome, we muſt be ſup- 
“ poſed to have renounced all Neceſſity of deriving 
« any Chriſtian Character from Her, as a Community. 


3 0 9 1 * — 


5 Mr. Pyle may do ſo if he pleaſes, he may apoſtatize 
r from Chriſtianity and renounce the very Name of a 
r Chriſtian, becauſe the Papiſts bear it, but I hope in 
g God that many. would not follow his Example: I 
8 do aſſure him ſthat this was not the Caſe of our Re- 


formers. No: they left nothing of the Church of 
1 Rome but her Errors; as they brought nothing erro- 
/ neous from Rome, ſo neither left they any thing there 
4 that ought to have been continued. The Articles of 
z the Chriſtian Faith, the Eſſential Diſcipline of the 
> Church, and whatſoever elſe was ſound and ortho- 
A dox, and of moment to the Salvation of Chriſtian 
Souls, they retained. Nay indeed, twould have been 
e highly culpable in them to have done otherwiſe; 
r for Brotherly Unity in all ſuch Caſes will oblige 
t Chriſtians to all Compliances that are not ſinſul. 
6 | 
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If the foremention'd Poſition be not granted, 
he tells us twill follow, «© That we renounced a 
« Community, and were eaſy in being cut off 
& from it by her Excommunication z (this is hard- 
« ly Grammar, but no matter) while at the ſame 
« time we own'd her to have the diſpoſal of hat, 
« by which alone we could poſlibly have a true 
c Mini ſtry, and become a true Church.” As to 
the Excommunications of Rome, I have conſider'd 
them before. The other part of this noble Paragraph 
is very impertinent; becauſe the Church of Rome 
had communicated her Powers of Ordination to 


our Biſhops before their ſeparations, who required 


therefore no farther Commiſſion or Authority to 
tranſmit all Eſſentials of the Chriſtian Church to 
their Poſterity. He would confirm what he laid 
down by a Civil Inſtance, but I have before conſi- 
der'd the great Impropriety of ſuch Compariſons. 

Upon theſe and many more fuch Confiderati- 
„ons, he ſays, the Reformed Church of England 


© in her Definitions of a True Church (Art. 19.) 


te and a true Miniſter (Art. 23.) did moſt juſtly 
and deſignedly make neither uninterrupted Suc- 
„ ceſſion, nor indeed Epiſcopal Miniſtry, or Epiſco- 
“ pal Ordination, any part of either of thoſe Cha- 
&« raters.” This is a very miſtaken Obſervation z 
for the reaſon why our Church did not here inſiſt 
upon Epiſcopal Ordination as neceſſary to the Con- 
ſtitution of a Miniſter of Chriſt was not, becauſe 
ſhe her ſelf did eſteem Epiſcopacy and uninterrupt- 
Succeſſion unneceſſary z but becauſe ſhe was wil- 
ling to make no mention of theſe Particulars out of 
a tender Concern and charitable Compaſſion for 
the diſtreſſed Condition of the Reformed abroad; 
but that uninterrupted Succefſion was her real Belief 
is evident from her Book of Common Prayer, 


here in the Rubrick before the Office of Ordi- 


nation 


(Tm 


nation ſhe has uſed theſe Words: I is evident unta 
all Men, diligently reading holy Scripture and anci- 
ent Authors, that from (or ever ſince) the Hpoftle's 
time, there have been theſe Orders of Miniſters in 
Chriſt's Church; Bishors, Pritsrts and Deacons. 
And that Epiſcopacy is eſſential to her Conſtitution - 
is as evident from the latter end of the ſame Ru- 
brick; where tis order'd that no Man ſball be accoun« 
ted, or taken to be a lawful Biſhop, Prieſt, or Dea- 
in the Church of England, except be de called, tried, 
examined and admitted thereunto, according to the 
Form hereafter following, (which cannot be done with» 
out a Biſhop) or bath had formerly ExyiscopaL Con- 
ſecration or Ordination: From whence it plainly ap- 
pears, that tho” the ſingular Charity of . 
of England to oppreſſed Proteſtants in Foreign 
Countries, did prevail upon her to uſe ſuch a La- 
titude of Expreſſion in her Articles as might not 
aggravate their Diſtreſs; yet when ſhe ſpeaks to 
her own Subjects in particular, ſhe peremptorily 
inſiſts upon Epiſcopacy, as the abſolutely eſſential 
Means of the continuance of her Conſtitution. 
I have now given (I hope) a ſatisfactory Anſwer 
to all thoſe Arguments, which Mr. Pyle propoſed 
with ſo much Confidence againſt uninterrupted 
Succeſſion. And I ſnould be very glad if he will 
return me Anſwers to a like number of Difficulties 
relating to Presbyterian Ordination. I deſire him 
then — 

i ſt, To produce any clear Proof (for their being, 
as he himſelf allows, gens Evidences for Epi - 
pacy, a ſeeming Doubt on the other fide is not a 
ſufficient proof) from the holy Scriptures for the = 
Cuſtoni and Validity of Ordination by mere Presby« * 
tors which if he cannot do, I defire him | | 

24y, To produce an Inſtance out of b | 
cal Hiſtory, whereby it ſhall plainly appear, that I 
| mere of 


» 


= 
—_—_ — ũ ũ é Pe — 


L _ "2 ” WW ited | w - nn _— 


* 
. 


* 


= 


pretended to the Powers of 


— * ws - 
— — — 
* 1 
by * 43 * : 


Xx r —. — I 
— - 
2 £44 
— — ä — 
” 4 4 
„ 


— 


3a, After that ſome few mere Precbyters made 
Pretences to thoſe Powers, I deſire him yet to ſhew 
that theſe monſtrous Uſurpations were ever con- 
firm'd by an Orthodox Council, or allow'd to be va- 
kgby the Church till the time of the Reformation. 
«© 4, Since he has taken it for granted that there 
yas been an Interruption in the Line of Rome, I de- 
re him to ſhew in what Pope's time it happen'd? 
Or how it came to paſs? For this is ſo extraordinary 
an Alteration in the Eceleſiaſtieal Government, as 
(had there been any ſuch) could not have eſcaped 
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the notice of Hiſtoriass. 
Fh, As to the Church of England. — if he is 
2 pleaſed to appear a Deſendent of the Cauſe of Saun- 
ders, Champny, Sc. I deſire him once more to tell 
me where the IO Line of our you Church 
broke; or what Biſhop's Orders did not deſcend to 
him by an uninterrupted Epiſcopal Line from the 
Biſhops: of the Romiſb Church? £ 

=: If Mr. Pyle is inclined to compl with theſe Re- 
» queſts, Lask but one more Favour of him, and which, 
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„ Diſputant, I've a right to, viz. that in his Reply 
| nk J P'Y 
to this, he would leave off the unfair Method which 
je he has all along uſed in his Anſwers to Mr. Law; 
of which is this, he ſtuffs Mr. Law's Arguments full of 
1 abſurd Parentheſis's of his own, and then confutes 
#4 his 'own Words with as much Triumph as if they 
were the genuine Expreſſions of that ingenious Gen- 
tleman: I would have him therefore, if he anſwers 
_thelc Papers, ſave himſelf that unneceſſary trouble; 
e ds aſſure him that in my Defence of them, I 


all only vindicate my Words, bur will have no 
ns of his to anſwer for. r 
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